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And I want to say a word of praise for 

this organization and its constant 
work to use the opportunity of former 
parliamentarians here to meet with 
parliamentarians in other countries 
and in other regions. The study group 
for Germany and Japan and the one 
soon to be established for China, the 
parliamentary exchanges with Mexico 
and with Canada, with Eastern Europe 
and elsewhere have allowed the United 
States Congress and the United States 
former Members to share their experi-
ences with parliamentarians, distin-
guished parliamentarians in other 
parts of the world, and I think together 
we advance the cause of democracy by 
that effort. I do not think there is any 
higher calling that a former Member of 
Congress can aspire to than to use 
whatever experience he or she has in 
the service of our constituents and in 
parliamentary democracy to advance it 
throughout the world. 

Again, with great thanks to all of 
you for the honor you have given me 
today. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to revise and extend my remarks 
and I leave the floor. But before I do, 
let me say one final thing of apprecia-
tion to one other Member here today, 
Bob Michel, with whom I had the great 
honor of serving all the time I was here 
and especially when I was Speaker dur-
ing the time when he was the distin-
guished Republican leader of the 
House. If circumstances had been a lit-
tle different and the electoral cycle a 
little different, Bob Michel would have 
been one of the great Speakers of this 
House, and I am proud to know him. 
Thank you very much. 

Mr. LAROCCO. Without objection, so 
ordered. 

Mr. ERLENBORN. You may be won-
dering, since I missed a line in my in-
troduction of Tom Foley, what he was 
doing here today, and that was he was 
receiving the Statesmanship award. 
The Distinguished Service Award is 
being given to Tom Foley. I did not 
want him to hold the award during his 
speech, but I have a copy of it here and 
here is what it says: ‘‘Presented by the 
U.S. Association of Former Members of 
Congress to the Honorable Thomas S. 
Foley for his many years of distin-
guished service to the Nation as U.S. 
Ambassador to Japan and as a Member 
of United States Congress for 30 years, 
including his extraordinary leadership 
as Democratic Whip, Majority Leader 
and Speaker of the House of Represent-
ative. Washington, D.C., May 9, 2002.’’ 

So now you know. 
Thank you again, Tom, for your lead-

ership and service. 
Mr. Speaker and members of the As-

sociation, we are honored and proud to 
serve in the U.S. Congress. We are con-
tinuing our service to our Nation in 
other ways now, but hopefully ones 
that are equally as effective. Again, 
thank you for letting us return today 
to this Chamber. 

This concludes our 32nd annual re-
port by the U.S. Association of Former 

Members of Congress, and thank you 
all. 

Mr. LAROCCO. The Chair would like 
to recognize the gentleman from Illi-
nois for the following purpose: If the 
former Members would join me in giv-
ing our President, John Erlenborn, an 
expression of appreciation for his serv-
ice. Thank you, John. 

The Chair again wishes to thank the 
former Members of the House for their 
presence here today. Before termi-
nating these proceedings, the Chair 
would like to invite those former Mem-
bers who cannot respond when the roll 
was called to give their names to the 
Reading Clerk for inclusion on the roll. 
The Chair wishes to thank the other 
Members of the House for their pres-
ence here today. Good luck to all. 

The Chair announces that the House 
will reconvene at 10:40 a.m. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 25 
minutes a.m.) the House continued in 
recess.

f 

b 1041 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. LATOURETTE) at 10 
o’clock and 41 minutes a.m. 

f 

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD 
DURING RECESS 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and 
that all Members and former Members 
who spoke during the recess have the 
privilege of revising and extending 
their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection.
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agrees to the report of 
the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H.R. 2646) ‘‘An Act to provide for 
the continuation of agricultural pro-
grams through fiscal year 2011.’’. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed without amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a concurrent resolution of 
the House of the following title:

H. Con. Res. 347. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of he Capitol Grounds for 
the National Peace Officers’ Memorial Serv-
ice.

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 4546, BOB STUMP NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2003 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 

up House Resolution 415 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 415
Resolved, That at any time after the adop-

tion of this resolution the Speaker may, pur-
suant to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4546) to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2003 for 
military activities of the Department of De-
fense, and for military construction, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for fiscal 
year 2003, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. General debate shall be 
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chairman and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on Armed Services. After 
general debate the bill shall be considered 
for amendment under the five-minute rule. 

SEC. 2. (a) It shall be in order to consider 
as an original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the five-minute rule the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Armed 
Services now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived. 

(b) No amendment to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
shall be in order except those printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules accom-
panying this resolution and amendments en 
bloc described in section 3 of this resolution. 

(c) Except as specified in section 4 of this 
resolution, each amendment printed in the 
report of the Committee on Rules shall be 
considered only in the order printed in the 
report, may be offered only by a Member des-
ignated in the report, shall be considered as 
read, and shall not be subject to a demand 
for division of the question in the House or 
in the Committee of the Whole. Unless other-
wise specified in the report, each amendment 
printed in the report shall be debatable for 10 
minutes equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent and shall not 
be subject to amendment (except as specified 
in the report and except that the chairman 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services each may offer 
one pro forma amendment for the purpose of 
further debate on any pending amendment). 

(d) All points of order against amendments 
printed in the report of the Committee on 
Rules or amendments en bloc described in 
section 3 of this resolution are waived. 

SEC. 3. It shall be in order at any time for 
the chairman of the Committee on Armed 
Services or his designee to offer amendments 
en bloc consisting of amendments printed in 
part B of the report of the Committee on 
Rules not earlier disposed of or germane 
modifications of any such amendment. 
Amendments en bloc offered pursuant to this 
section shall be considered as read (except 
that modifications shall be reported), shall 
be debatable for 40 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on 
Armed Services or their designees, shall not 
be subject to amendment, and shall not be 
subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. For the purpose of inclusion in such 
amendments en bloc, an amendment printed 
in the form of a motion to strike may be 
modified to the form of a germane perfecting 
amendment to the text originally proposed 
to be stricken. The original proponent of an 
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amendment included in such amendments en 
bloc may insert a statement in the Congres-
sional Record immediately before the dis-
position of the amendments en bloc. 

SEC. 4. The Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole may recognize for consideration of 
any amendment printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules out of the order printed, 
but not sooner than one hour after the chair-
man of the Committee on Armed Services or 
a designee announces from the floor a re-
quest to that effect. 

SEC. 5. At the conclusion of consideration 
of the bill for amendment the Committee 
shall rise and report the bill to the House 
with such amendments as may have been 
adopted. Any Member may demand a sepa-
rate vote in the House on any amendment 
adopted in the Committee of the Whole to 
the bill or to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. The previous 
question shall be considered as ordered on 
the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-
structions.

b 1045 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

LATOURETTE). The gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Mrs. MYRICK) is recog-
nized for 1 hour. 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. FROST); pending which 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Com-
mittee on Rules met and granted a 
structured rule for H.R. 4546, the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2003. The rule provides for 
1 hour of general debate, equally di-
vided between the chairman and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee 
on Armed Services. Mr. Speaker, this is 
a fair rule. It is a traditional struc-
tured rule for defense authorization 
and it provides for debate on a number 
of pertinent issues, including nuclear 
policy, missile defense, quality-of-life 
issues for our servicemen and women, 
and a number of noncontroversial con-
cerns. 

H.R. 4546 is a good bill. This legisla-
tion firmly shows our commitment to 
restoring the strength of our Nation’s 
military. This is the fifth straight year 
of real increases to defense spending 
after 13 consecutive years of real cuts 
to defense budgets, and the largest in-
crease in military manpower since 1986. 

With U.S. personnel risking their 
lives on the front lines of the war on 
terrorism, H.R. 4546 is more than just a 
signal to our soldiers, sailors, airmen 
and marines that this is a Nation that 
recognizes their sacrifices. It is the 
means by which we meet our commit-
ment to providing them a decent qual-
ity of life, by providing an across-the-
board 4.1 percent pay increase for mili-
tary personnel, as well as improving 
benefits and continuing to build new 
housing and working facilities. The 
housing conditions have been deplor-
able, and certainly they deserve better. 

I commend my colleagues, the chair-
man of the Committee on Armed Serv-

ices, the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
STUMP), and the ranking minority 
member, the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. SKELTON), for crafting legislation 
that will make America a safe place. It 
improves our defense against terror-
ists, rogue nations, against chemical 
and biological warfare and nuclear 
weapons. 

However, there is one amendment the 
Committee on Rules made in order 
that I strongly oppose, the Sanchez 
amendment. It would allow abortions 
on our military bases overseas. Mili-
tary treatment centers, which are dedi-
cated to healing and nurturing life, 
should not be forced to facilitate the 
taking of the most innocent human 
life, the child in the womb. For the 
past 5 years, the House has voted to 
keep abortion on demand out of mili-
tary medical facilities. I urge my col-
leagues to stay on this course and vote 
against this amendment. 

That said, this is a fair rule. So let us 
pass this rule and pass the underlying 
defense authorization bill. At the end 
of the day, we will be making our 
homeland safer and we will be sup-
porting our sons and daughters who are 
serving us in the military. We will be 
preparing for war, if necessary, thereby 
ensuring victory. At this crucial time 
in our history, this bill is most impor-
tant. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time.

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, after September 11, the 
world saw something that we have 
known for a long time: Ensuring the 
security and liberty of the American 
people is not a partisan issue. Regard-
less of our differences on domestic 
issues, like Social Security and edu-
cation, Democrats and Republicans are 
united behind our troops and com-
mitted to providing them the resources 
to defend the people of this great coun-
try. We are all Americans, we are all 
patriotic, and we are all here to pro-
mote the best interests of this great 
Nation. A strong national defense 
stands as one of the great pillars of the 
might of our country, and this bill 
largely reflects America’s bipartisan 
support for national defense, the war 
on terrorism, and our men and women 
in uniform. 

In light of this bipartisan coopera-
tion in the war on terrorism, it is par-
ticularly outrageous that the Repub-
lican majority has given us such an un-
fair and one-sided rule on this impor-
tant bill. Mr. Speaker, the ranking mi-
nority member and the chairman of the 
House Committee on Armed Services, 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
SKELTON) and the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. STUMP), respectively, deserve 
real credit for this bill. The gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr. SKELTON) in par-
ticular has fought very hard to keep 
this process bipartisan. 

Mr. Speaker, in a nutshell, this bill 
provides the resources to win the war 
on terrorism and to ensure America’s 

military remains the world’s finest. It 
meets the President’s overall defense 
request, which is a large increase over 
current spending, and it provides sub-
stantial resources to fight terrorism. 

Additionally, Democrats and Repub-
licans have again worked together to 
make significant improvements in the 
troops’ quality of life. 

The bill provides for another substan-
tial military pay raise, at least 4.1 per-
cent for all servicemen and women, and 
up to 6.5 percent for mid-grade and sen-
ior noncommissioned officers. It au-
thorizes $10 billion for military con-
struction and family housing because 
our troops and their families should 
not have to live in substandard condi-
tions. And for military retirees, the 
bill ends the current practice of reduc-
ing veterans’ retirement pay when they 
seek disability compensation. 

I am disappointed, Mr. Speaker, that 
the Committee on Rules rejected my 
amendment to remove some of the ob-
stacles faced by more than 15,000 legal 
immigrants in the armed services who 
want to become citizens. Their service 
reflects the tremendous pride and pa-
triotism of our immigrant commu-
nities, particularly among Hispanic 
immigrants, and I will keep working to 
make sure this becomes law. 

I am also disappointed Republican 
leaders did not make in order the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR), one of 
the strongest supporters of the mili-
tary in this Congress, to allow the 
House a clean vote on another round of 
base closures, something we have not 
yet had. And the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. SHOWS), another pro-de-
fense Democrat, had a worthy amend-
ment to allow military retirees the 
same health coverage as Federal em-
ployees, but Republican leaders refused 
to allow it. 

This bill does, however, continue our 
bipartisan approach to ensuring Amer-
ica’s military superiority throughout 
the world, providing $3.7 billion more 
than the President requested for im-
portant weapons programs. In par-
ticular, it authorizes over $5.2 billion 
for the F–22 Raptor, the Air Force’s 
next generation air dominance fighter. 
It includes $1.6 billion for the services’ 
various versions of the Osprey aircraft. 
It provides $562.3 million for the Global 
Hawk UAV. And the bill provides $3.4 
million for the Joint Strike Fighter, 
the high tech multi-role fighter of the 
future. 

As you can see, Mr. Speaker, the ma-
jority of this bill reflects the bipar-
tisan support our armed forces enjoy in 
this Congress. So I am frankly mys-
tified that Republican leaders are in-
sisting on using the war on terrorism 
as an excuse to continue their long-
time attack on the environment. It 
verges on ideological war profiteering, 
and they should be ashamed of them-
selves. 

Some Republicans have squirreled 
away in this bill provisions to exempt 
the Pentagon from landmark environ-
mental protections that have been on 
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the books for decades. America has 
fought and won numerous wars while 
respecting the Endangered Species Act, 
for instance, but now some Republicans 
insist on undercutting it. Since Repub-
lican leaders know they cannot defend 
in the light of day their attack on the 
environment, the Committee on Rules 
last night refused to allow the House to 
even vote on Democratic amendments 
to strike these environmental 
rollbacks, as well as many other 
amendments offered by Democratic 
Members. 

Additionally, there are several very 
important issues in the bill that the 
Committee on Rules majority has 
given short shrift to by limiting debate 
to 10 or 15 minutes. Given the mag-
nitude of nuclear weapons testing, mis-
sile defense, and other matters of glob-
al reach, it seems irresponsible to give 
Members of this body so little time to 
debate. In years past, the defense au-
thorization bill has taken several days, 
if not a full work week of floor time. 
So I am disappointed the Republican 
leaders are rushing through this bill in 
one day so they can get out of town. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my intention to op-
pose the previous question so that this 
bill can be improved in a way that will 
make it truly bipartisan. If the pre-
vious question is defeated, it is my in-
tention to offer an amendment to the 
rule that will allow the House to con-
sider amendments addressing the envi-
ronmental issues in this bill as well as 
the other issues proposed by Demo-
cratic Members. 

I urge Members of both political par-
ties to join me in opposing the previous 
question when it is ordered. In that 
way we can protect the environment 
and preserve the bipartisanship that 
has been so important to the war on 
terrorism. Then we can overwhelm-
ingly pass this bipartisan bill for the 
troops.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
DREIER), the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. DREIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding me this 
time, and I congratulate her on her 
management of this rule. 

Let me say that as I listened to my 
friend from Dallas describe this rule, it 
is not quite the one that I recall our 
having crafted late last night. In years 
past, we have had 150-plus amendments 
filed to the Committee on Rules on this 
legislation. The success of passage of 
this Bob Stump Defense Authorization 
Act, which is very appropriately titled 
for our colleague who is going to be re-
tiring at the end of the 107th Congress, 
in fact brought a total of 83 amend-
ments, the lowest number that I can 
ever remember. And I am very pleased 
that of those 83 amendments filed, we 
have made in order 25 amendments. 
There are 10 amendments authored by 
Democrats, there are 12 amendments 

authored by Republicans, and there are 
3 bipartisan amendments that have 
been made in order. So we are clearly 
going to have the opportunity to have 
a full debate on this issue. 

In years past, Mr. Speaker, we have 
had sometimes 2 weeks of consider-
ation of this measure because it has 
been so contentious. This is probably 
the least contentious, the least divisive 
defense authorization bill that we have 
had, again, in a long period of time, in 
large part due to the fact that we have 
come together as a Nation to win the 
war on terrorism and to make sure 
that we have a defense capability sec-
ond to none so that we do not face the 
kinds of tragedies that our country has 
faced in the past. 

So I believe that we have a very good 
rule here that allows for a full debate 
on a wide range of issues. This rule, I 
am happy to say, is going to enjoy bi-
partisan support. I know there are con-
cerns that have been raised by a num-
ber of people, but one of the things we 
know in this institution is that we are 
never going to make everyone happy 
when it comes to the process of amend-
ing legislation. But I do believe that 
this measure is a very appropriate one. 

The structure for this rule was in 
fact designed by our late former col-
league, Les Aspin, who put into place 
this procedure that we are using right 
now, the former chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services and the 
former Secretary of Defense Mr. Aspin. 
So I believe that we have done this in 
a very fair and a very balanced way. 

I want to congratulate, along with 
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. STUMP), my 
friend, the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. SKELTON), my home State of Mis-
souri as well, who has made a number 
of proposals to us. And I know he has 
some concerns, but I am very pleased 
that we will, as I said, enjoy bipartisan 
support for this rule and will have very 
strong bipartisan support for this 
measure at the end of the day.

b 1100 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self 1 minute. 

Mr. Speaker, the strength of a de-
mocracy is to be able to have full pub-
lic debate on important national issues 
such as national defense. We stand for 
a strong national defense. Many of us 
in this caucus have a long history in 
that regard; but we also stand for the 
proposition that the American people 
can be trusted with the facts, and that 
there should be a full discussion on im-
portant issues of national defense. 

The majority has ignored that and 
ignored the past practices of this House 
of having a full airing of national de-
fense issues, and having a bill that 
would be on the floor for several days, 
perhaps even a week. That is in the 
best tradition of this country. We 
stand for a strong America, and we 
stand for a strong and complete discus-
sion of the issues that make America 

strong, not the kind of rule which has 
been presented today. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. SKEL-
TON), the ranking member on the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
express some concern that I have; and 
as Members know, I had an oppor-
tunity to testify yesterday before the 
Committee on Rules. I intend to vote 
against the previous question. How-
ever, should the previous question pass, 
it is my intention to vote for the rule. 
But let me first tell Members of my se-
rious concerns. 

A number of key Democratic amend-
ments and proposals were not made in 
order. They include, but are not lim-
ited to the amendment of the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
SPRATT) requiring 12 months notice to 
Congress before nuclear testing. It 
makes sense to debate that. Or another 
amendment by the gentleman from 
South Carolina (Mr. SPRATT) on coop-
erative threat reduction. What is more 
important than that issue? 

It makes sense to debate the Allen 
amendment prohibiting nuclear-tipped 
interceptors. That was put to bed back 
in 1982. It makes sense to debate the 
amendment by the gentleman from 
Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR) on the Colom-
bian troop cap, or the gentleman’s 
amendment of last year repealing last 
year’s base closure law; the Rahall 
amendment on the environmental pro-
visions; the Hinchey amendment on en-
vironmental provisions; as well as the 
Hooley amendment. These are items 
which should have been, in my opinion, 
made in order because we are in favor 
of a full and fair debate. Nevertheless, 
we forge ahead. 

Mr. Speaker, I stated that I would 
vote against the previous question be-
cause of the fact that these amend-
ments were not made in order, that we 
seem to be rushing to judgment with-
out a full and fair debate that the 
country is entitled to have.

Mrs. MYRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HASTINGS), a member of the 
Committee on Rules. 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Washington asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in strong support of the 
rule and the underlying legislation. 
The legislation before us today will 
have a tremendous positive impact on 
improving the environment in our 
country and ensuring the safety of all 
Americans. 

But first, today’s legislation author-
izes $382.8 billion for national defense, 
which is consistent with the House 
budget resolution. It includes $7.3 bil-
lion for programs to combat terrorism, 
and it also includes an increase of 4.1 
percent for our men and women in uni-
form. 

Further, this legislation keeps our 
commitment to our military retirees 
by completing eliminating the unfair 
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practice of reducing retirement pay 
based on disability payments, and this 
will be done by the year 2007. 

I am very pleased that the legislation 
also includes the administration’s pro-
posal to accelerate cleanup of former 
nuclear weapon production sites 
throughout the country. This year the 
Bush administration has made a strong 
commitment to our environment 
through the environmental manage-
ment, or EM, program at the Depart-
ment of Defense. As the chairman of 
the House Nuclear Cleanup Caucus, I 
appreciate the commitment of the 
committee to ensure that our Nation’s 
commitment to cleaning up these sites, 
which represent the greatest environ-
mental challenges in the country, will 
continue on track. 

The legislation provides at least $800 
million to a new cleanup account to ac-
celerate and reform cleanup of the 
highest risk environmental threats in 
the U.S. in a new and profoundly dif-
ferent manner. This new account will 
implement the results of the Depart-
ment’s year long, top-to-bottom review 
of the EM program. The account will 
direct dollars to accelerate cleanup 
throughout the Nation without com-
promising safety and embracing re-
forms to ensure that the best commer-
cial practices and technology drive the 
program in the future. 

Most important, however, is the com-
mitment to drive more program dollars 
directly to cleanup and risk reduction, 
which will accelerate cleanup by dec-
ades at these sites throughout the 
country and save the American tax-
payers tens of billions of dollars in the 
future. 

I am convinced that this program 
will be successful, and I am proud that 
the Hanford site in my district has led 
the Nation in reaching the first agree-
ment under the new cleanup account. 
This agreement, which was agreed to 
by the Bush administration, the Gov-
ernor of the State of Washington and 
the EPA, will direct $433 million out of 
this new account to Hanford. This his-
toric agreement, when fully imple-
mented, will result in cost savings of 
$33 billion and will accelerate cleanup 
by 35 to 45 years. This is truly a re-
markable commitment to our environ-
ment, and I look forward to additional 
sites reaching similar agreements in 
the future. 

Mr. Speaker, this agreement will pro-
vide a 5-year funding commitment in-
stead of the year-to-year hassle that 
we go through every year. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup-
port the rule and the underlying legis-
lation. 

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. HASTINGS). 

(Mr. HASTINGS of Florida asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I will vote for H.R. 4546, the 
Bob Stump National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2003. It is 

noteworthy that it is named for the 
chairman, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. STUMP), and it will be a tremen-
dous legacy once finalized. 

The bill has flaws, however, and 
there were numerous amendments that 
were offered by Members on both sides 
of the aisle which were not made part 
of this rule. 

However, I do feel overall that the 
rule will allow for support for our 
fighting men and women as they wage 
war against terrorism. It equips them 
with the technology, training and per-
sonnel that they need to attain vic-
tory, and also demonstrates our com-
mitment to providing an improved 
quality of life in granting of funds for 
military living and working facilities. 

However, due to the structured rule, 
we have been denied the opportunity to 
debate several amendments, including 
one I introduced. The amendment I in-
troduced would have increased funding 
currently authorized for military 
health care by $2.5 million, with the 
necessary offsets that would not have 
affected the Pentagon at all. Not $25 
million, not $250 million, but just $2.5 
million specifically for retirees and 
their dependents. 

In addition to serving active duty, 
the military and their families, the 
military health system provides serv-
ices to military retirees and their de-
pendents. While the number of people 
on active duty is not projected to in-
crease dramatically over the next few 
years, the number of retirees and their 
dependents, especially over the age of 
65, will. We face immense challenges in 
this regard. 

I regret that the structured rule has 
denied me and other Members the op-
portunity to provide a much-needed 
boost to the military health care sys-
tem. Be assured that my support, as 
my colleagues, for our military extends 
to support for veterans and their fami-
lies, and I will continue to support 
them however, wherever, and whenever 
I can.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to voice my sup-
port for H.R. 4546, the Bob Stump National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2003. This bill shows the nation’s unwavering 
support for our fighting men and women as 
they wage war against terrorism. It equips 
them with the technology, training and per-
sonnel they need to attain victory. It also dem-
onstrates our commitment to providing an im-
proved quality of life in the granting of funds 
for upgrades to military living and working fa-
cilities. 

However, due to the structured rule, we 
have been denied the opportunity to debate 
the amendment I introduced. 

My amendment would have increased fund-
ing currently authorized for military health care 
by $2.5 million, specifically for retires and their 
dependents. 

Mr. Speaker, in addition to serving active 
duty military and their families, the military 
health system provides services to military re-
tirees and their dependents. While the number 
of people on active duty is not projected to in-
crease dramatically over the next few years, 
the number of retirees and their dependents, 
especially those over the age of 65, will. 

The greatest challenge facing the military 
health care system is caring for retirees—es-
pecially those over the age of 65. 

Again, I regret that the structured rule has 
denied me the opportunity to provide a much 
needed boost to the military health care sys-
tem. Be assured that my support for our mili-
tary extends to support for veterans and their 
families and I will continue to support them 
however, wherever, and whenever I can. 

Mr. Speaker, there are a few other aspects 
of this bill that remain troublesome—one con-
cerns our environment and the other concerns 
the deployment of American troops in Colom-
bia. Regrettably, this structured rule has de-
nied us the opportunity for further debate on 
these two important issues. 

This bill grants special exemptions to the 
Department of Defense environmental pro-
grams. This provision is, and I quote, ‘‘in-
tended to restore a balance between environ-
mental responsibilities and military readiness.’’ 
It relieves DoD, when conducting training ex-
ercises, from observing the Endangered Spe-
cies Act, the Migratory Bird Act, and the Ma-
rine Mammal Act. 

The ESA already contains a provision that 
permits DoD to request a waiver from compli-
ance with the Endangered Species Act if that 
compliance poses a threat to national security. 
I question the necessity of granting the De-
partment of Defense with a blanket exclusion 
from the laws that the rest of us must adhere 
to. 

An amendment, offered by Mr. MALONEY 
sought to strike this language from the bill, 
and another from Ms. SANCHEZ required an-
nual reports from DoD on its stewardship of 
the environmentally sensitive areas on military 
bases. Both of these amendments would have 
initiated a much needed debate on this issue, 
but we have denied that right by the rule that 
has been invoked. 

Secondly, Mr. TAYLOR offered an amend-
ment to limit the number of U.S. troops in Co-
lombia to not more than 500. Mr. Speaker, I 
have some grave concerns about the neces-
sity of increasing the number of American 
troops currently in Colombia and would have 
welcomed the opportunity to debate this issue 
with my colleagues.

f 

MOTION TO ADJOURN 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LATOURETTE). The question is on the 
motion to adjourn offered by the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. TAYLOR). 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present 
and make the point of order that a 
quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 44, nays 366, 
not voting 24, as follows:
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